In this article, we examine federal expenditures during the 1980s and 1990s for T & E species, feral horses and burros, and rangeland maintenance and improvements for evidence of changes in public preferences and priorities. For comparative purposes, monetary values ( Figure 1 ) have been adjusted by the consumer price index (Bureau of Labor Statistics 2000) , and data sources reflect recent federal expenditures ( Figure  1 ). Nevertheless, some caveats are necessary. Errors in data entry do find their way into these reports (Gordon et al. 1997) . Also, because federal reporting requirements were Joel Berger (e-mail: jberger@wyoming.com Between 1992 and 1995 (1995 being the most recent year for which T & E expenditures have been published by the US Department of the Interior; Babbitt 1998), the federal government allocated approximately $265 million annually for T & E species. This represents more than a sevenfold increase relative to expenditures during most of the Reagan-Bush era in the 1980s. Changes in funding for feral horses and rangelands have not kept pace ( Figure 1 ). The mean annual appropriations increased about 1.75 times (approximately $9.5 million to $17 million) for equids and 1.58 times (from $58 million to $92 million) for cattle. Whether the relative increase in T & E funding reflects a change in policy to favor biodiversity or a declining interest in horses and cows is uncertain. Clearly, there are many reasons why market economies change. What is known, however, is that less than 2% of the beef consumed by Americans is produced on public lands, and that livestock numbers on these lands have declined by a magnitude of 6-9 times during the 20th century (Rifkin 1993 , Donahue 1999 .
Native faunas are now receiving the bulk of federal funding. More resources (nearly $117 million) were devoted to salmon (chinook and sockeye) than to livestock and horses combined. This value also exceeds that spent on two charismatic carnivores, gray wolves and grizzly bears, by nearly 16 times. And although desert tortoises, California gnatcatchers, and red-cockaded woodpeckers garnered more funding than did horses and burros (Babbitt 1998) , such figures are a bit misleading because other native species such as the Red Hills salamander, shiny pigtoe, flat-spired three-toed snail, and Tennessee purple coneflower received meager amounts, from $0 to $5,000.
Nevertheless, when average expenditures per species are considered, conspicuous asymmetries become apparent. During the comparatively well-funded period from 1992 to 1995, only fish received greater total funding than did livestock (Gordon et al. 1997 ). Birds, mammals, and reptiles garnered approximately $78, $31, and $15 million, respectively. This equates to an average annual expenditure per T & E species of around $320,000. In contrast, funding for feral equids exceeded the average spent for each T & E species by more than 50 times, and for each dollar allocated to rangeland management and improvements, less than a penny was appropriated for T & E species.
Although efforts to fund individual T & E species fall short relative to expenditures for privately owned domestic stock on federal lands and publicly owned feral species, it is clear from the relative growth in total T & E expenditures that funding priorities have shifted toward an emphasis on biological diversity. These changes in funding patterns are due not only to the greater interest in public lands (Noss and Cooperrider 1994) but also to the increasing application of adaptive management approaches to ecosystem conservation (Soule and Terborgh 1999), as well as to a 31% increase in the number of listed T & E species (from 728 to 957) between 1992 and 1995.
The US Supreme Court's recent ruling (Public Land Council vs. Babbitt, 98-1991; Anonymous 2000) that held that primacy for livestock grazing is not guaranteed by law and that leaseholders can designate public lands for nongrazing purposes, and the shift away from increased spending on rangelands for livestock and toward biodiversity, has given the American public reason to be optimistic that 21st-century efforts to promote biological conservation and ecosystem health will exceed those of the past. The future challenge lies in educating citizens that public resources are by definition theirs, that disparities in funding still exist, and that whether one lives in New York City or Buffalo Gap, South Dakota, decisions about biological conservation should be based on interests for the greater common good and future generations.
